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ADVERTISEMENT. 


^  I  ^HE  greateft  part  of  the  fpU 

lowing  Pages  wete  firft  writ^** 

.  ^ 

ten  in  May  1781,  on  the  pub-< 
lication  of  the  fourth  Number  of 
the  London  Medical  Journal ;  but 
were  foon  after  conligned  to  a 
dully  Ihelf,  becaufe  the  Writers  had 
been  llrongly  requelled  by  the  per^ 
Jon  mojl  interejled  in  them,  (and 
whom  they  wilhed  much  to  ferve)to 
fupprefs  them.  The  fiknt  contempt 
he  has  Ihewn  forthe  olFendingParty, 

A  lincc 


(  ii  .  )  . 

fince  the  above  period,  has  been  fo 
greatly  and  recently  increafed,  by 
unexampled  injult  and  impertinence^ 
that  it  napil  novi  be  publicly  ay  owed ; 
and  'we  therefore,  as  Friends,  have 
had  permiffion  to  refent  the  firft 
Offence,  in  the  rnanner  originally 
intended. 

He  has  been  further  induced  to 

<• 

give  his  confent  to  the  publication 
of  the  following  TageSy  becaufe  he 
fliortly  intends  a  Second  Edition  of 
his  T reatife  on  Sympathy  fhall  ap-< 
pear ;  hoping  that  through  themy 
the  public'^  imputation  of  his  not 
being  a  Med-ical  Writer,  advanced 

in 


in  the  fourth  Number  of  the  London 
Medical  Journal,  will  have  the  fair 
chance  of  being  both  publicly, 
and  fufficiently,  anfwered  and  res- 
futed.  The  recent  offence, 
alluded  to  above,  has  been  fo  grofsly 
perfonal  and  public,  that  it  may  be, 
when  the  proper  time  and  place 
offer,  perfonally  and  publicly  re^? 
torted  by  the  offended  Author  of 


sympathy. 


The  Reader  is  defired  to  take  notice, 
that  though  the  Editor  is  fpoken  of  in  general, 
in  the  plural  number,  (becaufe  the  Journal  was 
offered  to  the  Public  under  the  aufpices  of  a  So- 
ciety  of  Phyficians,)  yet  our  obfervations  are  meant 
to  apply  only  to  the  responsible  Editor.  ^ 

See  Preface  to  vol.  I.  of  the  JonrnaL 
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PREFACE 


^^Ertain  Faculties  having  ob-> 
ferved  of  late,  that  great  De-' 
predations  have  been  committed 
on  fome  of  their  neivly  acquired 

I 

Territories  and  Tojfejfions.,  by  Ibme 

\ 

able-headed  Book-men^  affifted  by 
Foreign  Jupplies,  to  the  detriment, 
as  THEY  apprehend,  of  our  home 
manufaBorieSy  they  have  thought 
it  neceffary  to  form  themfelves  iirto 
A  SOCIETY,  not  folely  with  the 

view 


(  Vi  ) 


\'iew  pf  preferving  their 

CONSTITUTION  AND  PROPERTY, 

but  of  warning  other  Corporate  So^ 

ciettes  df  a  jimilcir  nature^  and  in 

a  fimilar  fituation^  to  be  on  their 

guard  againft  the  ^dafk  and  dc^l^ 

metdxa  invafion  of  Foreign  "^(aiid 
«6  ^ 

iXiGt’Z^pT'iV'Cite  than  'public^  Sevvlcei^ 
with  ’which  the  Faculties  in  this, 
Kingdom  '  are  ’  at  prelent  much 

and  abufed.  They  mean 
to' meet' in  umon^  pfo  fc  and 

advile  :fuch  meajures,  as  .  'may 
finally  tend  to  the .  prj^ermtwnFoi 
eaffdburp  UberalityP  and-  C-(3mmon 
Sf!nse.  Many  may  be-  inter 4 ed 

in  the  Siiccejs  of  their  undei- 

taking, 


taking,  and  may  one  day  or  other 
have  occafion  to  thank  the  Ano¬ 
nymous  Faculties,  for  offering 
their  attempt  to  the  public, 

LONDON,  ■> 

May  1781.  J 
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SYMPATHY  DEFENDED: 


b  R,  T  H  E 

STATE  OF  medical  CRITICISIM 
IK  LONDON, 


The  AffaiTm  who  gives  the  deadly  blow,  concealed  in  the  Ihadcs  of 
nivht,  lhall  In  his  turn  be  ftabbed  in  the  dark,  without  a  hand  to 
heal,  of  a  heart  to  fympathize  with  his  forrows.” 

Newman’s  Essav. 

AS  Publication  is  a  bufinefs  of  infinite 
importance,  “  nescit  vox  missa 
REVERTi,”  and  may  give  impreffions 
eithef  good  or  bad,  which  cannot  be  ef¬ 
faced,  it  is  happy  for  thofe  who  write: 
incorrectly,  and  unfairly,  that  their  names 
do  not  appear  to  their  Works.  It  is,  in 
the  next  place,  of  no  little  concern  to  the 
People  at  large,  that  fuch  Works  be  con- 

B  duCted 


(  16  ) 

dufted  with  liberality  and  candour  ;  that 
IVlerit  may  not  be  unjuftly  flandered  and 
concealed,  and  modejl  Merit  in  particular, 
be  deprived  of  felf-defence,  againft  the 
dark  and  cowardly  aflaffins  of  its  honour 
and  reputation.  . 

As  a  debt,  which  every  man  ow^es  his 
Neighbour,  as  well  as  the  Public^  who 
whhes  to  be  ufeful  to  the  community  at 
large,  WE  fhall  venture  to  take  rtp  our  Pens 
in  the  defence  of  Literature,  that  the 
Public  (but  the  Practitioners  and  Students 
of  Medicine,  in  the  prefent  inftance,  in 
particular)  may  be  put  upon  their  guard, 
when  they  read  the  Monthly  Publications 
of  New  Books,  and  not  fuffer  themfelves 
too  haftily  to  fide  in  opinion  with  the 
'Anonymous  Authors  of  them. 

In  the  following  Pages,  we  intend  to  be 
ferious,  when  the  fubjed  properly  admits 
of  it,  and  jeft  with,  when  it  will  beft 


(  I*  ) 

expofe,  the  ludicrous  and  unmeaning  gb- 
fer  vat  ions  of  others. 

“  Ridentem  dieere  venim  quid  vetat.” 

Hor. 

w 

The  monthly  publication,  called  THE 
LONDON  MEDICAL  JOURNAL,  is 
written  in  the  form  of  other  Works  of  a 
hmilar  nature. 


‘‘  ^he  'Editors  of  it  are  men  zealoufy'* 
(and  perhaps  jealoufly)  attached  to  the 

‘‘  interefs  of  their  profejjion^''^ —  - “  0/ 

their  merits.,  and  the  utility  of  their  un^ 
der taking.,  the  Public  are  to  be  the  bejl 
judgesd'^' — They  have  pledged  them- 
felves  to  the  Public,  to profecute  the  'kVork 
with  the  utmof  candour.,  having  engaged 
in  the  undertaking  on  the  mof  liberal 

principles^  * - —  For  the purpofes 

‘‘  of  their  Work  (which  they  print  at  their 


^  The  Editors’  original  Addrefs  to  the  Pnhlie. 
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own 
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owu  cxpcHcc^^  probcibly  for  3,  vcr^y  good 
reafon),  they  import  the  mojl  approved. 

German^  French^  andSwediJh  JournalsF^^ 
Among  which,  it  is  conjeftured,  fome 
very  intereftmg  remarks  on  Criticifm, 
with  rules  for  the  Toung  Critic,  have  falleii 
into  their  hands,  and  by  which  they  have 
fo  well  direaed  their  labors,  to  the  at¬ 
tainment  of  public  approbation. 

Ingeutous  atid  attcfitive  aclitiouers. 
are  t e(guejl€d  to  cotitr ihute  to  this  J'Forlzj 
on  the  firft  of  principles,  namely,  the 

iffiprovemefit  oj' JSFedtc al Scieuce •  ''  Thi^ 

requeft,  however,  it  is  imagined,  has  as 
yet  reached  the  ears  of  few  fuch  charac¬ 
ters,  or  that  there  is  at  prefent,  ///  the 
fnifid^ s  prefs,  an  intentioii  of  concentrating 
into  one  Publication,  the  fuccefsful  labors 
of  fuch  men  ;  as  have  not  met  with 

The  Editors^  original  Addrefs  to  the  Public. 


any 


(  13  ) 

any  thing  very  ftrlking  In  this  way,  ui> 
the  London  Medical  yournaL 

With  the  view,  however,  of  ftill  re¬ 
commending  the  London  Medical  yournal^ 
on  the  fcore  of  critical  enquiry  into  Its 
merits,  as  an  impartial  and  well  conducted 
Publication,  to  the  notice  of  Medical 
Pradtitloners,  and  Medical  Writers,  but 
In  a  more  efpecial  manner  to  the  ferious 
ponfideratlon  of  thofe  in  a  critical  Jituation  ; 
WE  propofe  to  offer  a  few  Remarks  on. 
Pradiical  Criticifm^  or  an  improved  method 
of  examining  New  Books  ;  that  is^  of  not 
examining  them  at  all  This  will  very  ftrik- 
ingly  appear,  in  the  account  given  of  aTrea- 
tife  on  Sympathy,  lately  publiflied  by  Dr. 
S.  H.  Jackfon  of  London,  which  has  by  fome 
(body’s)  means  or  other,  made  its  way 
into  the  fourth  Number  of  the  London 
Medical  Journah^ 


We  fhall  proceed,  then,  to  examine  the 
account  which  the  Editors  of  the  Journal 

have 


(  14  ) 

fesTe  given  of  the  above  Treatife,  “  a  ca- 
**  pite  ad  calcem.” 

Tbe  Editors  attempted  to  fet  out,  as  Is 
cuftomaiy,  with  the  Title  of  the  Book, 
On  what  principle  they  hilled,  we  leave  the 
Reader  to  conjedlure ;  but  they  have,  in 
©ixr  opinions,  difcovered  either  great  igno^* 
mnc€^  (or  fomething  worfe),  great  incor- 
leclnels,  or  great  penetration  into  the  minds 
of  thofe,  who  might  poffibly  read  their 
journal^  before  they  had  feen  the  full 
Title  of  the  Book,  We  fhall  point  out 
their  error  in  fo  doing,  as  a  beacon  to 

others'. 

Since  k  plainly  appears  (by  the  con- 
clufion  of  their  account  of  the  Book)  to 
have  been  their  primary  and  fple  view,  to 
call  upon  their  Reader  s  judgment,  and 
to  enable  him,  by  their  account  of  the 
'  Treatife,  to  afcertain  the  Author’s  abilities 
as  Medical  Writer,  their  avowed  candour, 
^nd  liberality  of  fentiment^  ought  to  h*ive 

direfted 


(  15  ) 

dire(5l:ed  them,  to  have  had  the  whole  of 
the  Title  introduced  Into  their  Monthly 
Publication.  For,  from  the  Title,  in  the 
manner  they  have  fparingly  mentioned  it, 
the  Reader  could  not  certainly  confider, 
or  expefl  it  to  be  a  Medical  Publicatioin 

But  they  fuppofed,  no  doubt,  that  all 
their  Readers  were  Adepts  m  th^e  art  of 
gueJfingA  ^  and  that  it  therefore  would 
be  fufficient :  Or,  they  might  probably 
have  had,  as  we  JJorewdly  guefs^  feveral 
other  very  good  reafons  with  them^  for 
fjch  partial  relation  of  the  Title  ; — 
namely,  that  they  may  never  have  intended,^ 
or  were  umvilling^  or  perhaps  found  the? 
were  not  able^  to  take  proper  notice  of  the 
Medical  part  of  the  Treatife,  which  wdli 
plainly  appear  to  every  impartial  Reader 
of  the  London  Medical  yournal^  (who  has 
not  even  read  Dr.  Jackfoii’s  Treatife^  but 
very  ftrikingly  fo  if  he  has),  by  the  whole 
tenor  of  their  account  of  it,  as  well  as 

P^ge  284  of  the  Journal. 

tlieir 


t 


r 

; 


(  ) 

their  extrafts  from  lU  And  further  feai 
foils,  not  lefs  plaufible,  might  be  glvenj 
for  thofe  already  thrown  out.  However, 
fuch  limited  accounts,  and  fuch  partial  and 
Unfair  behaviour  iri  the  Reviewers  of  New 
Publications,  can  iiever^  in  our  opinions, 
tend  to  the  improvement  of  Medicine  5 
therefore  will  never  give  reputation  to  the 
London,  or  any  other,  Medical  Journal,  of 
its  AutborSi 

Cor  Al.  L  The  firft  rule  to  be  obferved 
by  the  Editors  of  all  fuch  publications 
fhould  be,  to  give  a  full  and  exaa  rela^ 
tion  of  the  Title  of  the  Book. 

The  firft  obfervation  which  the  Editors 
make,  in  commencing  their  account  of 
the  Treatife,  is  truly  ridiculous,  and  relates 
to  the  fix  Afterilks  (^***^^)  which  fol¬ 
low  the  Author’s  fourth  Head,  or  Divi- 
liou  of  Medicine  ;  and  which  Head  he  has 
taken  the  liberty  of  adding  to  the  three 
hitherto  enumerated  by  fyftematic  Writers, 

without 


/ 
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w^^ko^t  venturing  to  give  it  a 
meaning,  no  4oubt,  to  leave  the  coining 
x)f  a  new  word  to  Profeffors  and  Colleges^ 
^nd  'on  which  account  the  Afterifks,  as 
above,  were  introduced. 

They  VERY  INGENIOtISLY  keWt  H 
to  the  ingenious  adepts  in  the  art  <if 
to  determine^  ^whai  the  Author  meant  bf 
his  Jix  j^erijksy^  If  the  Editors  think 
it  of  any  advantage  to  them  to  know^  we 
would  beg  to  refer  them  to  the  Author^ 
or  Printer,  for  full  fatisfa(9:lon  %  and  in 
the  mean  time,  will  take  the  liberty  (in 
return)  to  call  upon  the  ingenuity  of 
ihofe  their  Readers^  who  are  adepts  in 
the  art  of  guejjingf  to  determine,  in  like 
manner,  whether  or  not  the  Editors  of  the 
London  Medical  Journal  held  their  meeting 
in  the  clouds^  when  they  pen’d  that  ap¬ 
plication  to  their  Reader’s  Faculty  at  con- 
jedture ;  or  whether  it  might  not  poffibly 
have  efcaped  from  them,  while  they  Were 

4 

^  Page  284  ©f  th£  Journal.. 

C  on 
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on  earthy  ^raSiiJing  Jlar~ga%tng.  However, 
it  Is  plain,  the  Author’s  ftars  (*^***#) 
did  not  flilne  bright  enough  for  their  un- 
ftanding,  but  rather  feeraed  clouds  to  them. 

CoRAl..  II.  A  Reader’s  fklll  in  the 
art  of  conjeauring,  Ihould  never  be  called 
tipon  but  in  matters  of  importance,  as' a 
conliderable  portion  of  time  muft  necef- 
farily  be  given  up  to  guejfing,  though 
often  to  little  purpofe,  when  it  might 
otheiwife  have  been  more  ufefully  em¬ 
ployed.  In  the  ftudy  of  Medicine,  the 
Reader  will  meet  with  too  m.any  occafions 
wherein  he  mull;  be  involuntarily  loft  in 
conjedture,  even  when  the  language  Is 
copious.  Let  him  not,  therefore,  wafte 
his  time  In  attempting  to  unriddle  Blanks 
and  AJleriJks,  but  conclude  that  the  fub- 
jedt  is  ftill  crude  and  Imperfedt. 

The  Editors  of  the  Journal  next  take 
notice  of  the  Subjedtof  the  Work,  Sym¬ 
pathy,  and  exfradl  the  A phorlfn-i.  in  which 

the 


/ 
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^thc  Author  has  defined  the  extent  of  her 
Commerce  and  relation  to  man.  As  the 
Editors  have  made  no  objeftion  to,  6r 
obfervation  on  this  Aphorlfm,  we  will 
fuppofe  that  they  have  confidered  that’ 
paflage  as  extravagantly  wild  and  eiithu-^ 
liaftic,  and  will  not  probably  admit  her 
to  be,  what  the  Autlior  in  another  part 
of  his  Work  has  defined  her,  Nature^s 
‘‘  Handmaid  In'  the  Conflltution  and  Go- 
vernment  of  the  Animal  CEcouomy.’* 

They  then  go  on  to  take  notice,  that 
the  Author  has  faid,  ‘‘  an  Animal  may 
‘‘  have  an  agreeable  feeling,  yet  no  fen^ 
fatlon  of  it.”— — We  own,  that  it  may 
be  difficult  to  comprehend  it,  yet  do  not 
doubt  but  the  Author  Is  able  to  illuftrate 
it  by  a  Commentary.  That  he  thinks  fo 
is  clear,  from  the  queftlon  he  throws  out 
in  the  following  Aphorifm,  viz.  May 
not  the  child  in  the  womb  have  agree- 
able  and  difagreeable  feelings,  without 
‘‘  a  fenfatlon  of  them  ?” 

C  2 


Coral.  Ill, 
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Coral*  IIL  We  think  that  all  Cr/z/r/y,, 

'  and  Anonymom  Writers^  who  have  a  dip- 
agreeable  way  of  writing,  Ihonld  remem¬ 
ber,  that  others  may  not  have  as  little 

*  •/ 

Jmfation  of  k  as  themfelves* 

The  ^ditors'X'm^ty  in  the  nex4:.  place,, 
coiidefcended  to  take  notice  of  what  the 
Author  of  the  Treatife  has  faid,  refpedt- 
ing  certain  Empathies  of  imprejfvofiy.  and  of 
confiioufnefs^  from  external  objedls,,  as  from 
BEAUTY.  We  think  the  Aphofifm  per-r 
tinent  to  the  fubjefi,  and  therefore  allow¬ 
able,.  though  they  may  have  thought  it 
ludicrous,  and  therefore  not  fo  proper  or 
neceffary  :  Or  perhaps  they  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  what  the  Author  has  faid  to  be  true.. 
It  is^  a  painful  requeft  for  us  to  make,  in 
order  to  prove  the  doftriiie,  to  beg  that 
any  one  of  the  Society,  fcr  the  {atisfacllon 
of  the  other  Membersy  would  ftarve  him- 
felf,  that  it  may  be  put  fairly  to  the 
trial ;  for  we  may  venture,  if  the  expert^ 
ment  be  properly  made,  to  anfvv^er  for 

their 


(  ) 

their  not  being  difappointed,  by  not  meet-* 
ing  with  thofe  confequences  of  -which  the 
Author  has  forewarned  them. 

The  Editors  next  extraft,  with  great 
inattention,  what  the  Author  has  fald> 
when  he  treats  of  Unlverfal  Sympathy^  re-^ 
fpeiling  the  difference  between  the  Sym¬ 
pathetic  effefts  confequent  jupon  an  in¬ 
jury  done  to  parts  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  hearty  fuch  as  the  Jljoulder^  and  thofe 
which  follow  a  fimllar  one,  done  to  a  parX 
far  remote  from  it,  to  wit,  the  toes.  If  the 
Author  has  fallen  into  any  error,  in  making 
the  obfervation  alluded  to  by  the  Editors j 
they  ought  to  have  pointed  it  out.  It  may 
be  fome  fatisfaftloii  to  them  to  have  it 
obferved,  that  a  much  more  reJpeUed  mm^ 
than  their  whole  Society^  has  been,  if  we  are 
not  mifin formed,  inclined  to  the  fame 
opinion  himfelf.  Ty6/j  they  evidently  w-ere 
not  fufficiently  aware  of,  when  they  read 
taeTreatife. 

The 


*  Mr,  J.  Hunter. 
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The  Author  df  the  Treatife  has  obfef-s 
ved,  when  fpeaking  of  the  effects  of  Gan* 
iharides  on  the  Bladder j  that  he  has 
“  read  of  fome  kind  of  ftone  brought  from 
the  Weft  Indies,  which j  when  laid  to 
the  wrift,  effectuated  the  difcharge  of 
‘‘  gravel,”  &C.  The  'Editors  of  the  Jour* 
nal  have  mentioned  it,  we  are  fare,  not 
becaufe  the  obfervation  has  any  particu* 
lar  merit,  but  with  the  view  to  prejudice 
the  Reader  againft  the  Publication,  by 
pointing  out  to  him  its  weaker  parts,  as  if 
his  Readers  were  hot  as  able  to  judge  as 
themfelves.  But  they  think  themfelves, 
and  would  be  thought,  the  Barometer  of 
Medical  Science ;  and  no  doubt,  expeCt 
that  the  prejjure  of  their  underftanding 
will  fo  operate,  as  to  weigh  againft  the 
judgment  of  the  whole  Faculty. 

Coral.  IV.  It  is  much  to  be  lamented, 
that  we  are  not  polTeffed  of  fuch  a  grand 
fpeclflc;  and  we  muft  conclude,  thatxLV^/ 
Bacon  had  beep  mifinfortved^  or  no  doubt 

we 
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we  fhould  at  this  time  have  had  fuch  a  fe^ 
medy  In  ufe. — But,  perhaps,  It  has  outlived 
its  charm. 

,  s  -  • 

What  the  Editors  have  jmentioiied  from 
the  Aphorifms,  which  treat  of  the  fympa- 
thy  between  the  foies  of the  feet  and  the  head^ 
and  between  the  hands  and  the  heart,  are 
clearly  to  be  underftood  as  quotations  made 
by  the  Author;  and  muft  certainly  be  con- 
fidered  by  every  fenfible  Reader,  as  parts 
of  a  Publication  not  properly  to  be  no¬ 
ticed  by  Reviewers.  We  will  venture  to 
fay,  that  they  were  only,  and  very  pro¬ 
perly  mentioned,  to  £he\v»  that  ancient 
Practice  has  been  on  j(bme  occafions  founded- 
on  the  principle  of  univerfal  Sympathy. 
The  fagacious  Surgeon,  who,  with  gra?- 
vity  and  unaffected  afllirance,  would 
order  the  weapon  with  which  the  wound 
had  been  inflicted,  to  be  rubbed  with 
his  myftical  fympathetic  powder,  was 
poffeffed  of  at  leafl  a  harmlefs  fecret ; 
provided  it  was  not  enjoined,  that  fti- 

mulating 


mtilatiiig  applications  were  to  be  ufed  to 
the  part,  and  as  long  as  it  did  not  pre- 
vent  his  paying  a  due  attention  to  the 
ftate  of  the  wound.”  Newman^ s  Efaju 

The  Editors  next  tranfcribe  the  whole 

>.  ’ 

of  the  fourth  Se£lion  of  chap.  iv.  entitled 
by  the  Author,  Sympathy^  whyn  the. 
provmce  of  the  Phyficianj  and  when  of 
$hc  Surgeon''  They  talte  notice  that 
it  is  fhort;  which,  we  think,  does  not  lefs 
recommend  it ;  though  it  would  with  pro-- 
priety  admit  of  more  commentary.  If, 
however,  cenfure  can  juftly  fall  upon  the 
Writer,  for  impropriety  in  any  part  of  it, 
we  know  he  is  ready  to  take  it  to  himfelf ; 
as  he  couldnot  venture  to  name  the  Author 
of  the  Opinion,  leaft  be  might  have  been 
•mifinformed  by*  his  Correfpondent,  The 
Seftion  may  have  appeared  to  the  Editors 
of  the  London  Medical  Journal  as  impro- 
,  per,  becaufe  it  has  not  been  in  all  coun-» 
tries,  often  not  in  this,,  attended  to  ;  nor 
dpes  it  always  properly  apply  to  thofe  two 

Medical 
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Medical  Charadiers,  W e  therefo  re  believe, 
that  the  Author  will  not  in  future  plant 
provinces  for  individuals^ 

Coral*  V.  Corporate  hoiks  fhould  al¬ 
ways  have  the  liberty  of  direfting  each 
other ^  when  both  the  intereft  and  reputa¬ 
tion  of  an  Author  are  in  danger  of  fufFer- 
ing,  by  injudicious^  if  not  wilfully  mifre^ 
prefentation\  which  muft  be  the  confe- 
quence,  if  the  Editors  of  Mbnthly  Publi¬ 
cations  be  allowed  to  depart,  with  impunity^ 
from  their  province*  On  that  ground,  w^a 
are  now  attempting  to  chalk  out  to  fucb^ 
what  fliould  be  the  province  of  a  Society  of 
Phyfcians, 

The  Reader  is  next  favoured  by  the 
Editors^  with  a  fliort  extract  upon  the 
fympathetic  operation  of  warm  applications 
to  the  body.  Here,  again,  they  ahfurdly 
quote  a  quotation^  and  fpeak  of  it  as  if  it 
was  the  Author’s  own  opinion*  The 
tors  muft  certainly  have  read  the  Work 
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with  one  eye  fliiit,  which,  it  is  well  knownV 
much  clouds  the  fight.  If  they  will  again 
take  the  trouble  of  reading  Aphor.  CLXxxiT 
of  Dr.  Jackfon’s  Treatife,  with  both  eyes 
open^  they  Will  find  that  **  says  he,’* 
(which  they  quote)  refers  to  Mr.  J.  Hunter, 
whofe  name  is  mentioned  at  full  length  in 
the  beginning  of  the  fame  Aphorlfm ;  and 
whofe  great  authority  in  opinions^  will 
fufificlently  throw  ridicule  upon  the  idea, 
that  warm  water ^  eternally  applied^  can 
pojfihly  add  moiflure  to  the  living  body.  The 
fame  will  alfo  guard  us  againft  fuffering 
any  abatement  of  that  refped  we  owe 
him,  though  they  were  to  criticize  him  to 
eternity. 

The  Author  is  next  under  very  great 
obligations  to  the  Editors  of  the  London 
Medical  Journal,  for  the  high  opinion 
they  muft  have  entertained  of  his  fenjibilitj. 
For  they  have  faid  of  him,  when  proceed¬ 
ing  to  take  notice  of  the  efFed  of  oil,  by 
fridion  on  an  anlmai  body,  “  He  laments, 

“  and 
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‘‘  md  FEELINGLY  too,  that  ail  animal 
body,  labouring  under  the  want  of  any  , 
free  motion,  Is  lefs  happy  than  the . 
hinge  of  a  door  becaufe  he  has  faid^ 
(and  which  they  then  quote)  Unfor- 
‘‘  tunately  for  the  animal  body,  oil  can- 
not  penetrate  beyond  the  fur  face,  to  af- 
fe£l  mechanically  the  Inward  parts.” — ^ 
Fortunately  for  the  hinge,  oil  may  pe^ 

netrate  into  all  its  moving  apparatus.’’ 

* 

We  muft  again  beg  leave  to  tell  thefe 
eorre^^  and  long-necked  Critics^  who  pun 
even  when  they  mean,  and  ought  to  be 
ferious,  .that  they  muft  have  been  under 
the  influence  of  darkness  visible/* 
in  the  clouds^  when  they  read  this  part  of 
the  Treatife  ;  Or  they  could  not  fo  fooa 
have  forgot,  with  what  the  Author  con> 
menced  the  fecond  SeSion  of  Chap.  V« 
four  pages  only  preceding  the  Aphorifm  In 
.queftlon,  namely,  In  the  following  words: 
‘‘We  lhall  be  better  able  to  underftand 
the  foregoing  Theory,  (which  is  chiejly 

P  2  ^  Mr^ 


“  Mr.  y.  Hunter's,  and  moft  of  the  argu- 

“  ments  in  the  following  Sections  are  to 

♦ 

“  be  r'eceived  as  his)  if,  by  the  way  of  il- 
f*  luftration,  w'e  contrail;  it  with  the  com-. 
“  moir  received  opinion  and  explanation, 
“  refpefling  topical  applications.”*  Here 
they  muft  certainly  have  had  both  their 
eye's  flint.  What  could  they  mean?  We  do  not 
think  that  the  Reader  Is  entitled  to  con¬ 
clude,  from  any  of  thefe  pafages,  that 
the  Author  of  the  Treatife  is  deprived  of 
the  want  of  any  free  motion ;  therefore, 
how  is  it  to  be  underftood,  that  “  htfeeU 
“  ingly  lkments."  We  hope  to  find,  (if  fuch 
fliould  be  neceffary),  that  he  can  ufe  the 
mufcks  of  his  hand  and  fore-arm,  in  ma¬ 
naging  a  fen,  (or  otherwise)  in  the  der 
fence  of  his  charaSler,  as  a  Medical  Writer ; 
and  we  do  not  think,  that  writing  can 
have’  leffened  the  free  ufe  of  the  joints  of  his 

right  handi 

^  * 

'"v  ' 

•  ^  Synipathy,  page  8q.  , 

“  \ 
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Coral.  VI.  The  Editors  of  the  London 
Medical  journal  miift  certainly  have  jwaU 
lowed  oil^  or  have  ufed  It  externally^  to 
give  full  and  free  motion  to  their  tongue 
and  lower  jaw^  when  they  didlated  to 
their  Secretary  above  feeling  Sen¬ 
tence, 

\ 

They  then  proceed  to  extract  the  whole 
pf  the  Aphoiifms,  defciibing  the  efFedls  of 
the  paffions  and  affecllons,  without  offering 
any  obferyation  on  it.  We,  however,  under» 
Jiandby  fuch  conduct ^  that  they  have  read  Lord 
Bacon’s  Works,  and  may,  on  that  ground, 
difapprove  pf  the  Author’s  quotation* 
l*his  Jloews  their  reading,  \  Or  if  they  have 
not  read  thofe  Works,  they  ought  to  have 
obferved,  while  reading  the  Treatife,  that 
it  is  given  by  the  Author  as  a  §uotation^ 
though  they  have  quoted  it^  as  if  it  had 
contained  his  own  obfervatlons.  Ehis JJjews 
their  candour  and  judgment.  They  may, 
however,  have  chofen  to  quote  this  quotation^ 
that  they  might  prove  their  accuracy  In 

difceming 
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difcerning  typographical  errors ;  for  it 
clearly  difcovers  to  us,  that  they  obferved 
an  uncommon  degree  of  attention  while 
reading  it,  by  their  having  very  kindly^ 
though  indlreBlyy  correfted  an  error  of  the 
Prefe  in  the  Treatife,  by  printing  the 
word  ‘‘  caufeth'"'*  in  italics,  in  their  Jour** 
iial,  becaule  it  fhould  have  been  caufe** 
In  the  Treatife.  It  would  have  done  them 
more  eredk  as  finfihle^  though  not  as  ac^ 
curate^  men,  if  they  bad  made  the  pro¬ 
per  correcSion,  inftead  of  pointing  out  fb 
iiifignificant  an  error. 

,  s  >  -  > 

Coral.  Vil.  This  accuracy  is  agrees 
able,  no  doubt,  to  one  of  the  rules  for  the 
T-omg  Critic^  which,  it  is  conjedlured  by 
an  aJepi  in  the  art  of  guejjing^  have  lately 
fallen  into  their  hands.  If  the  'Editors  of 
the  Journal  had  relied  their  credit  on  this 
enlarged  fcale  of  critical  examination, 
they  might  have  obierved  a  typographical 
error  of  much  more  confequence,  in  the 
Title  page  of  the  Treatife,  as  in 

the 
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the  motto,  has  fmoothly  ftolen  ui,  to  keep 
Uvh  out,  which  is  no  Inc onjider able  miftak^w 

The  Editors  then  take  notice,  that 
the  paffionsof  the  mind  are  occahonally 
infe<5live,”  and  partially  quote  from  the 
Aphorifm  on  this  remark,  and  too 
parently^  with  the  view  of  again  fhewing 
their  reading,  as  Lord  Bacon  exprelTes 
himfelf  on  the  fame  fubje(3:  in  words 
nearly  fimilar  to  thofe  they  have  quoted. 
What  they  have  noticed  particularly  re- 
fpefts  the  infeftion  of  fear  and  Jhatne. 
If  they  meant,  by  their  general  condudl:, 
to  illuftrate,  as  an  example,  the  dbftrine 
of  imitative  Sympathy^  we  own  our  obli¬ 
gations  to  them  ;  for  we  think  we  may 
prophetically  affert,  that  if  thefe  pajfions 
eve^  were,  or  could  be,  infe3iive^  (and  we 
believe  no  one  can  deny  it)  they  certainly 
will  become  fo  in  a  Society  of  Phyfcidns^ 
who,  we  are  given  to  underftand,  have 
foci  ally  united  into  one  corporeal  body^  for 
propagating  the  improvement  of  Medical 

Science, 
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Science^  even  at  the  hazard  of  their  oWii 
reputation  and  fortune* 

The  lall:  of  their  numerous  quotation^ 
from  quotations,  taken  from  the  Firft  Part 
of  the  Treatlfe  on  Sympathy,  relates  to 
the  natural  Sympathy  between  the  eyes  : 
And  they  have  been  very  particular,  in  ex-* 
trading  from  the  Aphorifms  on  this  fub- 
jed.  There  is  a  very  apparent  reafon 
why  a  Sympathy  fhould  take  place  be- 
tween  the  eyes.”  *  But  the  Editors  of 
the  Journal  feem  not  in  the  lead  to  have 
attended  to  It ;  or  their  eyes  would  have 
been  miore  accurate  in  feeing,  what  it  was 
they  were  reading. 

They  have  obferved  from  the  Treatlfe, 
that  CUSTOM  will  deftroy  this  natural 
Sympathy,  fo  that  fome  people  will 
fquint  wlieu  they  pleafe  — True,  and 
therefore  we  conclude,  that  from  the 
great  penetration  and  attention  with  which 

Treatife  on  Sympathy. 

thefe 
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thefe  Jljarp-Jighted  Editors  muft  have  fet 
out,  in  their  critical  enquiry  into  the  de- 
merits  oi  the  Treatife  on  Sympathy,  they 
muft  have  furely  deftroyed  the  natural 
fympathy  between  their  eyes  ;  fo  that 
from  the  firft  of  their  undeifaking  it,  they 
muft  have  been  fquintmg  at  the  Publica¬ 
tion.  We  can  only  in  this  way  account 
for  their  extrafting  the  opinions  of  others^ 
inftead  of  the  Author’s,  in  doing  which 
they  have  wantonly  /ported  with  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  their  Reader. 

Coral.  VIIL  The  fame  caution  whicfiT^ 
the  Author  has  given  to  mothers  and 
nurfes,  in  his  Treatife,  is  equally  impor¬ 
tant,  we  imagine,  to  the  profperity  of 
Monthly  Medical  Publications.  There¬ 
fore,  we  advife  xisxQ  young  and  inexperienced 
Editors  of  fuch,  not  to  fuffer  their  Secre^ 
tary,  or  Servant^  to  place  a  candle  behind 
them,  inftead  of  before  them,  when 
they  are  engaged  in  their  Critiques^  as 
‘‘  their  eyes  might  thereby  be  difpofed  to 

E  ‘‘  the 
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the  habit  of  fqtmtingr—TKis  appears 
not  to  have  been  attended  to  by  the  Editot 
of  the  Eondon  Medical  JournaL  - 

With  the  prevention  of  fquinting,  the 
Editors  end  their  account  of  the  Fiift 
Part  of  the  Treatife  on  Sympathy. 

WE  come  now  to  the  laft  quotation ^ 
/which  the  Editors  have  done  the  Author 
the  honour  of  copyings  and  w^hich  is  the 
only  one  they  have  thought  proper  to 
notice  from  the  Second  Part  of  his  Publi- 
Ckion,  though  it  not  only  conftitutes  the 
gfeateft  part  of  the  Work,  but  is  ftridtly 
and  intereftingly  Medical  through  the 
whole  of  it,  being  always  either  phyfiologU 
caly  pathological y  or  theraputicaU  The 
Editors  have  digefed  this  Second  Part  of 
the  Treatife  with  a  very  keen  appetitCy  as 
plainly  appears  from  their  having  feledted 
the  only  pqfage  that  could  poffibly  cor- 
^efpond  with  their  prmclples  and  tajie  in 
crlticifm,  the  extradiing  of  quotations  y  which 

mu  ft 
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muft  very  evidently  have  appeared  to  the 
Reader  of  the  Journal  the  FOART  of 
thefe  Reviewers. 

Something  further  fingular  muil:  be 
noticed,  namely,  that  the  Reader  has  been 
referred  by  the  Author  of  the  Treatife  to 
the  bottom  of  the  page,  for  the  aiithefi^ 
t'lciiy  of  the  quotation  in  queflion,  becaufe 
he,  no  doubt,  confidered  it  as  not  only 
curious^  but  ufefuL  Every  one  mufl:  ad¬ 
mire  it,  as  much  as  he  does,  on  this  prln-- 
ciple^  that  it  ftrongly  ridicules  the  nume¬ 
rous  abfurd  Theories  on  Digeftion,  which 
many  Writers  have  ferioujly  penned  and 
vindicated ;  and  therefore  does  honour  to 
the  very  refpedlable  Author  of  it/^  Such 
a  judicious  Satyre  on  the  folly  of  thinking 
man,  cannot  be  too  generally  made  known, 
and  therefore  we  fhall  copy  it. 

Speaking  of  the  ftomach.  Dr.  Jackfon 
obferves,  as  a  quotation,  that  fome 

^  Dr.  William  Hunter. 
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have  compared  it  to  a  Mill,  others  to  a 
Stewing-pot,  others  to  a  Wort-trough, 
when  all  the  while  it  muft  have  ap- 
peared,  that  it  was  neither  a  Mill,  nor  a 
Stewing-pot,  nor  a  Wort-trough,  nor 
any  thing  elfe  but  a  Stomach.” 

This  the  Editors  have  given  as  a  quo^ 
iation  from  the  Author  s  Treatife,  with, 
we  are  too  much  afraid,  a  jaundiced  eye^  and 
have  left  their  Readers  to  find  out,  that  it 
has  long  been  the  opinion  of  a  very  public 
character. 

The  Author  has  obferved.  In  a  fubfe- 
quent  Page,  that  he  conliders  the  ftomach 
as  the  feat  of  Sympathy^  the  throne  of  Serf- 
-  bility  ;  therefore  the  Editor  could  never 
have  fuppofed,  that  he  w^ould  admit  it  to 
be  a  porridge-pot. 

\ 

Upon  the  laf^  as  well  as  the  preceding 
quotations^  we  muft  obferve,  that  if  any 

ferious  cenfure  could  have  been  palled 
upon  them^  they  dliAjfiOl,  with  any  pro- 
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priely,  fall  under  the  notice  of  the  Edip: 
tors  of  the  London  Medical  Journaf  if  tliej 
meant  to  have  criticized^  or  limply  to  have 
given  an  accoutit  of  Dr.  Jackfoif  s  Treatile^ 

They  conclude  the  above  mangled  and  df 
« 

torted  quotations ^  from  the  Author  s  own' 
quotationSy  with  the  following  fympatheik 
fentence.  From  these  few  passages, 

SELECTED  FROM  DIFFERENT  PARTS  OF 
THE  WORK,  THE  READER  WILL  iB’E 
ENABLED  TO  JUDGE  OF  THE  AuTHOR’s 

ABILITIES  AS  A  MEDICAL  WRITER. 

The  Editors,  no  doubt,  fb  cordially  lym- 
pathifed  in  the  fentence  they  w^ere  willing 
'  to  pafs  upon  the  work,  that  they^r^u;  bold 
to  rajhnefsy  with  the  hope  of  chaining  the 
Reader’s  judgment  to  their  own,  on  the 
principle  of  univerfal  Sympathy.  We  will 
venture,  however,  to  fay,  from  the  great 
opinion  we  ftill  entertain  of  its  liberality, 
that  they  will  never  meet  with.  In  the 
profeffion,  fuch  a  Sympathetic  FooL 
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To  render  this  Addrefs  as  complete  art 
Eulogium  on  the  merit  of  the  London  Me¬ 
dical  Journal,  as  lays  in  the  reach  of  our 
abilities,  we  flrall  make  a  ihort  obfervation 
on  the  plan  of  that  Publication. 

It  has  been  divided  into  four  Sediions^ 

/ 

the  laft  of  which  has  been  entitled, 
“  Monthly  Catalogue."  This  Sedtion,  how¬ 
ever,  of  the  fourth  Number,  commences 
with  the  ExtraSls  from  the  Treatife  on 
Sympathy,  by  which  condudl,  in  their 
departing  from  their  fixed  plan,  the  Editors 
may  have  probably  Intended  to  fhew  great 
partiality  and  favour  to  the  Author.  They 
thereby  clearly  anticipated  the  defign  of 
their  Work,  and  difordered  Its  arrangement, 
purpofely,  we  prefume,  to  ferve  the  Author 
on  the  firft  opportunity.  ■  ’ 

In  looking  over  the  Monthly  Catalogue, 
of  each  of  the  firft  four  Numbers  of  the 
Journal,  we  oblerve,  that  the  Lilies  only 
of  moft  of  the  Books  have  been  given  in  that 
Scdlion  }  and  indeed  when  any  oblervatlon  or 

curtbrv 
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curfory  account  has  followed  the  Title  of  any 
new  book,  it  was  fhort,  and  never  exceede4 
a  Page ;  In  general,  amounted  only  to  a 
Jhortfeiitence.  But  the  accurate  Review  of 
the  Treatlfe  on  Sympathy  fills  feven  Pages ^ 
and  ought,  confiftent  with  the  plan  of  the 
Journal,  to  have  appeared  among  the  ac¬ 
curate  Reviews  of  other  Books  in  the  Jirfl 
Seftion,  to  w^hich  that  is  appiropr^ated. 
But  the  Editors  oj  the  Journal  muft  have 
been  fo  fenfihlc^  that  they  had  been  unwar-‘ 

'  rantably  inaccurate  and  partial  in  the  ac^ 
count  of  that  Treatife,  that  they  could  not 
for  flame  introduce  it  in  that  Sedllon,  being 
too  confcious  that  it  was  no  account  of  the 
Book, 

We  mufl  further  obferve,  that  when 
they  made  any^obfervatlon  oil  a  Book  in  the 
Monthly  Catalogue,  it  never  contained  a  quo^ 
tation  :  Whereas  the  Review  of  the  Trea¬ 
tife  on  Sympathy  is  imde  up  of ^  ga;rbled 
quotations,  from  the  Author  s  own  quotations i 
io  that  they  have  not  given  any  account  of 

■  -  iC', 
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ike  work  UjcJj^  but  have  grofsly  infulted  and 
iioapofed  upon  the  Reader’s  judgment,  by 
calling  upon  him  to  judge  of  an  Author 
work,  almofl  wholly  from  a  Review  of 
^uotations^  which  they  have  incorrcBly 
copied.  Such  unfair  proceedings  will 
Bever  pafs  unpunijhed^  though  the  Journai^ 
was  the  Conscience  of  iheir  Body. 

We  fliall  lay  before  the  Reader  fame  of 
MLr  nioHvei^  for  this  Addrefs  ;  and  conclude 
with  the  Contents  of  the  Treatife  on 
Sympathy,  that  our  Readers  may  judge, 
even  in  that  rude  wav,  how  far  the  Author 
it  h  to  be  confidered  as  a  Medical  Writer. 

Id  the  firft  place,  w^e  have  thought  it 
rar  duty,  as  Members  of  Society,  to  ex» 
pole  z\l  ferious  undertakings  for  the  im¬ 
provement  of  Medicine,  when  they  are 
not  profecuted  on  the  principles  of  Liberality 
and  Candour,  as  they  may  then  do 
mifcHief  to  Society,  while  they  at  the  fame 
time  infult  the  dignity  of  that  Profeffion, 

wfoich 


V 
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which  has  to  us  greatly  appeared  entitled 
.  to  be  thought  liberal,  and  which  every 
Member  of  Society  ought  to  watch  over, 
and  prefer ve.  We  live,  indeed,  in  a  liceU’- 
iious  age  ;  but  furely,  we  ought  to  be  left 
to  the  exercife  of  our  own  realbn  and 
judgment,  in  literary  matters^  though  we 
do  allow  our  pajfions  to  be  influenced  by  the 
example  of  others.  We  have  authority  to 
fay,  that  the  Author  of  theTreatile  would 
not  have  ventured  to  have  publifhed,  if  he 
had  not  always  found  the  ProfeflTors  of  it 
liberal,  and  ever  Inclined  to  look  upon 
every  efibrt  of  its  younger  Members  with 
‘^’complacency,  aud  appreciate  them  with 
“  candour/’  ^ 


Relying  on  the  juftnefs  of  the  forego¬ 
ing  Obfervation,  we  lhall  venture  to  fay, 
notwithftanding  the  Editors  of  the  London 
Medical  Journal  have  ftyled  themfelves  a 
Society  of  Phyficians,  that  the  Writers  of 
the  Jaid  Journal  (as  far  as  the  account  of 
the  Treatife  is  fair  evidence)  are  not  Mcdi* 


*  Preface  to  the  Treatife  on  Sympathy, 
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cal  Writers ;  and  we  Jhrcwdly  griefs^  that 
the  Publication  does  not  arife  frooi  th^ 
Joint-labors  of  any  fuch  Society. 

.f. 

Secondly,  We  next  thought,  that  this 
Society  of  Phyficians  muft  have  really  exr 
ifted  in  the  clouds^  as  we  could  not  be  fo 
weak  as  to  fuppofe,  that  any  fuch  Society 
upon  earthy  would  have^  in  the  review  of  a 
Medical  Treaiife^  paffed  over  unnoticed 
whatever  was  JlriBly  and  interejtingly  Medical, 
^nd  have  noticed  only  its  weakejl  and  naoft 
exceptionable  parts  :  Qr,  on  the  other 
hapd,  we  muft  have  fuppofed,y7/cA  Society  tQ 
have  been  totcslly  unacquainted  with  Medical 
Dodrines,  particularly  with  the  Do6lrInes 
of  the  Univerfity  of  Edinburgh,  with 
which  the  fubjedt  of  the  Treatife  is  fo 
much  connedled.  We  therefore  wiftied 
^  to  warn  the  Faculty^  and  particularly  the 
Students  of  Medicine^  againft  their  placing 
•a  too  implicit  faith  in  the  Produdtions  of 
this  Aerial  Society, 

Thirdly^ 
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Thirdly,  A  further  motive  for  this  Ad^ 
drefs  has  been,  an  imptilfe  of  conscious¬ 
ness,  which  has  dlreiled,  nay  driven  ui 
to  defend,  and  do  juftice  to,  the  Injured 
reputation  of  young  Authors,  and  guard 
It  in  future  againft  all  unfair  attacks^  to 
the  dlfturbance  of  private  peace  and  pro¬ 
perty,  as  Well  as  the  danger  of  checking 
all  juvenile  attempts  to  improve,  not  only 
Aledlcal,  but  Univerfal  Science.  If  the 
GUILTY  can  be  made  to  blufh^  the  young 
and  inofFenfive  Author,  and  afplring  CRI¬ 
TIC,  may  equally  profit  by  the  example. 

We  are  confident,  that  inany  of  the 
Touth  of  this  Kingdoni,  might  become  ule- 
ful  Members  of  Society,,  as  Authors^  if 
they  were  not  awed  by,  as  well  as  in 
dread  of,  the  authority  and  founding  name  of 
CRITIC,  knowing  full  well,  how  natu¬ 
ral  it  is  for  human  nature  to  fuppofe,  that 
Monthly  Publications  do  contain,  (beeaufe 
they  ought  to  contain)  the  opinions  of  the 
aged  and  experienced. 

F  2  This 
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This  often  difcovers  to  us  the  weakiiefs 
and  indifference  of  man,  who  will  even 
allow  others  to  decide  for  him,  becaufc  he 
will  not  be  at  the  trouble  of  thinking  for 
himfelf.  Thus  does  many  a  fenfible  man 
become  Jelf-deprived  of  the  ufe  of  his 

own  reafon  ;  and  thus  Is  the  Public  often 
wantonly  cheated  of  the  fruits  of  natural 
genius  and  Induftry- 

We  ihall  conclude  with  obfervlng  to 
the  Editors  of  the  London  Medical  Jour¬ 
nal^  that  they  have  a  frefh  opportunity 
offered  them,  of  exerting  their  Sympathetic 
abilities  in  Criticifm,  by  the  recent  publi- 
llcatlon  of  a  Poem  called  Sympathy^  or  a 
Sketch  of  the  Social  Pajfion*  We  hope 
they  will  favour  the  Public  with  fome 
entraBs  and  quotations  from  it,  which  will, 
no  doubt,  be  very  Jocially  received  by  the 
Faculties,  as  a  further  Sketch  of  their 
abilities. 

If  we  thought,  however,  that  their  dif 
Jidence  would  prevent  them  from  meddling 

any 


pathetic  Bell  in  their  ears,  till  he  had  roufed 
them  to  the  full  exertion  of  thoje  abilities^ 
of  which  they  have  lately  given  fo  noble  a 
Jpecimen^  in  their  account  of  the  Treatiie 
oil  Sympathy. 

i  I 


In  this  our  Jlruggle  for  the  prefervation 
of  Medical  Liberality  and  Candour,  we 
have  adhered  clofely  to  the  objeft  of  our 
ceafure,  viz.  the  Condud  of  the  Editor  of 
the  London  Medical  Journal.  We  fliould 
do  great  injuflice  to  the  fenfible  and  dif- 
cerning  part  of  mankind,  if  we  could  fup- 
pofe,  but  for  a  moment,  that  the:^^would 
countenance  and  eftablilh  Juch  unfair  pro--  r 
ceedings ;  and  as  well-wifhers  to  the  Liters 
.  Humaniores,  and  their  Votaries,  we  fhall 
life  our  beft  and  moft  ferious  endeavours. 


to 
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to  prevent  the  bufinefs  of  Reviewing  MedU 
€al  Publications  from  becoming  a  low 
illiberal  trade condufted  by  mean  fineffe 
and  impofition,  and  requiring  rather  the 
defpicable  arts  of  fervility  and  cunning, 
than  the  happy  genius,  and  enlightened 
talents  of  men  of  fcienee"'’  and  expe¬ 
rience*  Newman  s  EJfayu 

The  following  part  is  laid  before 
the  Reader,  as  the  Contents 
of  the  Treatife  on  Sympathy, 
that  he  may  judge  how  great 
the  extent  of  the  SubjeO  is, 
and  how  far  the  Publication  is 
entitled  to  be  confiidered  Me- 
dical. 

Part  the  First.  On  the  nature  of  Sym¬ 
pathy  in  general ;  that  oj  Antipathy,  and 
the  force  of  Imagination ;  and  on  their  ex- 

tenjive 
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ten  five  importance  and  relation  to  the  Animal 
peconomy ;  with  many  mterejling  obfervations 

vn  Medical  Sympathy, 

\ 

Chap,  L  On  the  extenfwe  relation  of  Sym¬ 
pathy  to  the  animal  ceconomy,—^tdi,  i.  Sym¬ 
pathy^  the  firjl  and  la/i  principle  of  animal  life, 
Sedt.  ii,  fVhen  mentaly  and  zvhen  corporeal, 
Sedt.  ill.  JVhen  inherenty  and  when  acquired, 
Sedt.  iv.  How  it  prevents  and  cures  Difeafes, 

Chap.  II.  Sympathy  which  attends  the  health¬ 
ful  fate  of  the  Syflern, — Sedt.  i.  Sympathy  one 
of  the  mofi  extenfwe  principles  in  the  animal  oeco^ 
nomy,  Sedt.  ii.  When finiilar  and  when  difftmilar, 
Sedl.  iii.  How  varied  in  different  animals, 
5edl.  iv.  Leaf  varied  in  the  mof  fmple  animal, 
Sedt.  V,  Mof  frongly  marked  by  affections  of 
the  fomach,  Sedt.  vi.  Mental  Sympathy  often 
connected  with  fmple  Iffy  and  hozv. 

Chap.  III.  On  the  Sympathies  which  attend 
Jdifeafes, — -Sedt,  i,  Infammation  when  Sympa- 
theticy  and  when  Specific,  Sedt.  ii.  Difeafed 
Sympathy,  how  partial,  and  how  univerfaL 
Sedt.  iii.  When  particularly  partial,  Sedt,  iv. 
When  in  a  fpeclal  manner  univerfaL  Sedt.  v. 

Univerfal 
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Unlverfal  Sympathy ^  when  immediate^  and  when 
fecondary. 


Chap,  IV,  On  the  ufes  of  Sympathy, - - 

Sedt,.  i.  Natural  Sympathies  moji  evidently  ufe- 
fuU  Sedt.  ii.  Difeafed  Sympathies  lefs  evidently 
ufefuL  Sedt.  iii,  JVhat  Sympathies  may  be  ap^ 
plied  to  Medicinal  ufe^  and  how,  SedL  iv. 
Sympathy^  when  the  province  of  the  Fhyfician^ 
and  when  of  ihe  Surgeon^  _ 


Chap^  V,  On  the  Sympathetic  operation  of 
Medicines,-^tdL,  i,  EffeBs  of  Medicines  when 
local  and  when  remote^  Sedt,  ii.  Sympathetic 
effeBs  of  aqueous  applications  to  the  fkin,  Sedt,  iii. 
Horn  untluous  and  volatile  applications  by  Sym-^ 
pathy  increafe  motion,  Sedt*  iv.  How  unSluous 
and  volatile  applications  procure  refolution^ 

Chap,  VL  On  the  Sympathies  of  the  fenfes^ 
and  force  of  imagination,— — Sedt,  i.  On  the 
Sympathies  pro-duced  by  the  pajfons  and  affeSlions 
if  the  mind,  Sedt.  ii,  On  the  Sympathetic  af-- 
feBions  of  the  external  fenfes,  Sedt,  iii.  On  the 
Jecret  effeBs  of  Sympathy,,  and  Antipathy^  on  the 
child  in  the  womb,  Sedt,  iv.  Sympathy  fame-- 

times 
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times  diforderSy  and  throws  into  confujlon^  the 
(economy  of  human  life. 

Part  the  Second.  On  febrile  Sympathy 
and  Confent,  and  on  the  balance  and  con¬ 
nexion  of  extreme  vejfels,  illujirated  by  prac¬ 
tical  remarks,  and  a  new  explanation  of  the 
various  affeXions  of  the  Jlomach  and  fkin  in 
Fever  ;  i?i  which  is  attempted,  a  fill  refu¬ 
tation  of  the  DoBrine  delivered  on  the  fame 
fnbjeX,  from  the  PraXical  Chair  at  the  Uni- 
verfity  of  Edinburgh, 

Chap.  I.  A  concife  vlezv  of  the  Fheory  of 
Fever, — Sed:.  i.  The  Authors  original  Letter 
to  Dr,  Cullen y  with  the  DoXoPs  Anfwer  to  it. 
Seed.  ii.  Of  the  Phenomena  of  Fever,  Sed:.  iii. 
Of  the  proximate  caufe  of  Fever,  Sedt.  iv.  Of 
'the  remote  caufes  of  Fever, 

'  .  Chap.  II.  Of  the  various  febrile  affeXlons 
of  the  fiomach, — Sed:.  i.  Of  the  phyfiology  of 
the  fomach,  Sed:.  ii.  Of  anorexia  as  a  febrile 
affeXion  of  the  fomach,  Sed:.  iii.  Of  naufeay 
as  the  fame,  Sed:.  iv.  Of  vomiting  as  the  fame^ 


G 
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Chap.  HI.  On  the  Sympathy  and  Confent 
between  the  Jlomach  and  Jkin  in  Fever. — Sed:.  i* 
How  the  Sympathy  and  Confent  depend  upon  the 

balance  and  connection  of  extreme  vejfels^  and  not 

( 

upon  the  condition  of  the  mufcular  fibres  of  the 
fiomach.  Sedt.  ii.  How  the  balance  and  con¬ 
nection  of  the  extreme  vejfels^  giving  the  confent 
between  the  fiomach  and  the  Jkin^  may  be  illufirated 
by  the  operation  of  Medicines,  as  well  as  by  the 
general  Fh^nomena  of  Fever.  _ 

Chap.  IV.  How  the  Authors  doCtrlne  is  iU 
lufirated  by  the  fame  arguments  which  Dr. 
Cullen  has  made  ufe  of  to  illufirate  his  own. — 
Sedl.  i.  Remarks  on  the  FaCl  related  by  Dr. 
Sydenham,  concerning  the  Plague.  Sed:.  ii.  On 
the  cejfation  of  vomiting  at  the  coming  on  of  the 
hot  fiage  of  Fever,  and  very  certainly  on  any 
fweat  appearing.  Scd.  iii.  On  the  effeCts  of 
vomits  in  bringing  on  the  hot  fiage  of  Fever. 
Sed.  iv.  On  the  effeCls  of  cold  water  taken  into 
the  fiomach.  Sed,  v.  On  the  effeCls  of  cold  ap¬ 
plied  externally  to  the  body. 

Chap.  V.  Some  opinions  are  delivered  in  <7 
concife  point  of  view,  as  a  fummary  to  the  whole. 

“Sed.  i. 


j 
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— -Scft,  u  Some  general  con€lufions  refpectlng  th-c 
febrile  affections  of  the  Jiomach^  by  way  of  CoraU 
laries.  Sedt.  ii,  The  Author  attempts  to  give 
a  mw  fummary  of  the  Pathology  of  Fever* 
Sedt.  iii.  Some  promifed  obfervations  on  the 
terms  Sympathy  and  Cenfent.  Sedt.  iv,  Conclu- 
fon,  containing  the  opinions  efffome  eminent  men 
on  the  fubjecU  s 

IFith  a  Copious  Index  to  the  whole* 


THE  END. 


